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gffggi,‘lf;,,a, The attached IAG Compliance Status Report, Attachment A, is being transmitted per
gl;;:gg“r ‘:)LL your request. The report lists the IAG Milestones and Field Technical Memorandums

- SULLVAN, M1, scheduled for the period of FY92-94 (consistent with our two-year congressional
iiﬁﬁ‘&%fi&. < funding period). Information on comments received on deliverable documents is

{ WILSCN. J M. currently being retained but has never been requested to be tracked and reported in the
%ﬁfﬁ;tg}i = . requested manner. This information will be researched and reported in the next
Smirh T4 . scheduled report.

LEams R 1) . . ,

| GPEATE G LUK ' Also attached (Attachment B) is a copy of the milestone listing for the Environmental
Eﬂ 2y A2+ X Restoration (ER) Project generated from our company Management Control System
Mﬁa. > X (MCS). This report lists all milestones defined in the MCS FY93 work packages and is
e T Tee currently being submitted to DOE, RFO on a monthly basis. ~
EGAZS L ETX Attachment C identifies the document review process that is currently represented in
_:Z%;/KMI/J }/;!X ‘our planning schedules. This is the review process that was developed in conjunction
= ;;m%_ > ‘with DOE, RFO and DOE, HQ in development of the scheduling strategy presented to the
; codnaés cz;mo. xX X requlators. The original review cycle as specified in the EM-40 Environmental
¢ Admin ec.

RN Track oIA Management Plan reflected a sequential review by DOE, RFO and DOE, HQ. Discussions
i E 'o_ with the regulators resulted in agreement for the current parallel DOE review to

CLASSIFICATION: W enable streamlining of the review process. EG&G is assuming your requested 16-day

e FED z review cycle is currently included in the 26-day review period shown on the flow
CONFIDENTIAL chart. If this 16-day request is in addition to the current review period, the impacts
S to the schedule will be four to six months per Operable Unit (OU).
© AUTHORIZED CLASSIFIER
Syl Field Technical Memorandums were not originally defined as deliverable documents in
. ICATION ginally ‘ rable doc .
goesm%&mﬂ the IAG. If a formal review cycle incorporating a 16-day DOE review time is required

£ FESEICATION UFFICE for technic:'—.ll memorandums, relief from schedule commitments may be required._ We_
. . request guidance as to the DOE's disposition on Field Technical Memorandum reviews in
N RE??O R%C“ NG order to incorporate schedule provisions.
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The timing of some other formally submitted documents to regulatory agencies, such as
the ER Monthly Report, will not accomodate a 16-day review period. We request
guidance as to the DOE's review requirement for this type of submittal.

If you have any questions related to this matter, please contact Kerry Adams, Manager
of ER Program Integration and Reporting on extension 8762.

. L. Benedetti
Associate General Manager
Environmental Restoration Management
EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc.
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